The Baltic gay pride parade "for equality" and external (Western) support for it were highly visible in the media, influenced a significant debate on the topic not otherwise experienced in Lithuania, and (re)introduced a question about the perception of 'normality' within society.
INTRODUCTION
"Before 1989, the words 'gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender' were rarely heard in Lithuania. For a long time, homosexuality was a completely taboo subject, to be spoken about in only the most reluctant way. (in 2010 in Vilnius), the question was raised to the highest political level on this topic that public discussions in Lithuania ever have been.
In the context of the other European Union countries Lithuania is small and homophobic. This kind of slogan is rather obvious, and it can be easily supported quantitatively by the opinion polls. From among 3 million inhabitants, 51.6 percent of the respondents in 2008 agreed they would have no wish to live in a neighbourhood with homosexuals. 2 More or less the same percentages (47 percent) were demonstrated in the pools in 2012 3 But the relation between public opinion and the political decision making processes must not necessarily exist 4 -especially, as a deterministic relation. At the same time, according to the reports of the Freedom House, Lithuania is a free country where basic civic and political rights are secured. 5 The contemporary situation in Lithuania can serve here as an exclusive research object. In the other EU countries, including Lithuania's neighbours, LGBT parades are not an extraordinary event. In Riga, the capital city of Latvia, there have been a few parades, and in Poland they took place in a number of cities. In
Moscow, on the contrary, they are simply banned, and have been for a hundred 
. 8 Sarah C. Gommillion and Traci A. Giuliano, "The influence of media role models on gay, lesbian, and bisexual identity," Journal of Homosexuality 58 (2011). 9 Stephen M. Engel, "Frame spillover: media framing and public opinion of a multifaceted LGBT rights agenda," Law & Social Inquiry (2012). 10 We agree with Engel's statement, arguing that "a developmental perspective focused on media framing as one of many possible processes within the struggle to define political ideas may help us understand the dynamics of ideational development so necessary for institutional change." 27 The question of how ideas and institutions are changed within society is a core object.
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
As we claim that institutional changes of the main norms within society might occur by making pressure through media and involving people into the different, opposing discourses leading to legal change of institutional norms, we are following the theories of new institutionalism and media agenda framing. The main concepts of the new institutionalisms (rational choice, historical, sociological, and discursive institutionalism) such as actors, agency, structures, ideas, norms, values, also the concept of change, are understood and explained differently by each of the institutionalisms (for instance, see Hay, 2008 28 ).
In the study related to our object, speaking about anti-discriminatory laws in the Central-Eastern European countries prior to their EU accession, Dimitrova and Rhinard rely upon a new institutionalism theoretical framework such as rational 25 Ibid.: 348. 26 Roland Holzhacker, supra note 22: 1. 27 Stephen M. Engel, supra note 9: 29. . By that, news media portals serve both as the object and the tool of the research.
RESEARCH METHOD AND THE LOGIC OF EMPIRICAL ANALYSIS
The case study of the LGBT pride parade was undertaken using qualitative design methodology. Three basic research methods were used: media content monitoring, discourse analysis, document analysis and expert interviews.
In order to find the evidence for the statements, basic quantitative analysis of media coverage of events was conducted. For the monitoring of media content related to the issues of LGBT, two the most popular news media portals having the largest numbers of daily readers were selected, defi.lt and Lrytas.lt, in the hope that these portals may influence the wider public. 43 The monitoring was implemented for the period from 2007 to 2012. Sampling of the publications was done in the archives of the portals using these key words: homosexual, LGBT parade, LGBT rights. According to these key words in total more than 200 articles (Lrytas.lt -142; delfi.lt -71) were found. After the selection of articles we tried to read and classify each of them according to the topic of the discussion related to the LGBT issues, the discourse actors and their arguments (for LGBT, against
LGBT), and discourse instruments used in the discourses. 42 Ibid.: 161. 43 In total five portals (delfi.lt, lrytas.lt, respublika.lt, kdiena.lt and bernardinai.lt) were reviewed, but their analysis showed that only two media portals had an extensive constant coverage of the LGBT issues.
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Further, reflections of LGBT pride parade in news media portals were analyzed. The publications were our research object as well as information source.
They reflect public attitudes and at the same time influence these attitudes by being media as an active actor of the process. The discussion of the results is provided in the later sections of the article.
Besides the analysis of the media discourses, other methods of data collecting were used: focus groups and in-depth interviews. In total three focus group discussions were conducted helping us to re-construct patterns of collective thinking. The groups were formed in the three different geographic places -Vilnius Besides the discursive aspect, we will try to reconstruct past political decisions following a path dependency concept, searching for political decisions made in earlier historical epochs that may have had a constraining impact on contemporary political decisions.
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EMPIRICAL ANALYSIS OF MAINSTREAM POLITICAL DISCOURSE
The mainstream discourse on LGBT issues can be characterized by the analysis of the changes of the LGBT rights legal environment (chronological overview of the legislation related to the LGBT); parliamentary elections and program statements made by the main political parties; discourses on LGBT Pride
Parade and other LGBT issues reflected in the main Lithuanian news portals. This section is divided into the three parts according to these variables, which characterize mainstream discourse on LGBT issues in Lithuania.
THE LGBT LEGAL ENVIRONMENT
Since Lithuania avoided extensive discussions on LGBT problems. They had fallen unintentionally under a broader scope of issues that was understood as "democratization"; EU directives were transposed into the Lithuanian legal system perhaps without realizing full scope of their eventual consequences, and postponing them for the future. In terms of historical institutionalism, it created a kind of constraining effect for future developments.
As we will see further, by agreeing on this basic package, a kind of "common consensus" among the parties of a number of unsolved problems remained:
partnership of the persons of the same sex, gender change, etc. This "common consensus" created the possibility for mainstream political parties to develop their nuanced statements on LGBT issues. But instead of starting discussions of the new essential legal acts, the result of further efforts of amendments to this "basic package" of legal acts is that the basic package of legal acts adopted ten years before remains, in general, unchanged.
Re-phrasing Hope, and Raudla, and Vivien Schmidt, two consecutive periods of "frozen landscapes of norms" might be reconstructed, one between 1993 and 2003, and another one after 2003, both corresponding to the periods of Lithuania's democratic developments.
Sometimes political actors "behaving rationally often produce suboptimal decisions" 51 -political outcomes of both aforementioned periods are likely to be "collectively suboptimal". They are not made "for the future". They tend to reflect value normative equilibrium of given political moment, and a point on which "mainstream" political actors can reach consensus. In 1990, LGBT issues were simply not heard among the noise of different democratic reconstructions.
Retrospectively, coming back to the issue was inevitable. In the 90s only incremental changes were possible. The dimension of the international context was also important. 52 After 1993, the issue remained on the margins for a long time.
Integration into the European Union was the new challenge for Lithuania. For the mainstream discourse considerations, the LGBT problem was understood rather as external (in a sense, "international") than internal national political issue. The
LGBT issues solving was treated as a condition for the EU membership, and ; whereas in Lithuania the problem of the LGBT rights was simply absent from the agenda in the early 2000.
Is the situation still the same or has it changed over a decade? As the further analysis of the content and context of news media portals shows, in terms of mainstream political discourse, "the second historical freeze" came after 2003.
However, now the mainstream discourse is in some manner "touched" by the LGBT problems, and the LGBT Parade of 2010 particularly. The "frozen landscapes" of the norms are somehow "melted" by such events related to the LGBT parade as marching, guarding the parade, and some protesters at the parade jumping over the barriers. Taking this into account, mainstream political actors cannot distance themselves from the discussions of LGBT issues.
LGBT ISSUES REFLECTED IN THE PROGRAMS OF POLITICAL PARTIES
Lithuania's political system is to a large extent fragmented and can be assumed as undergoing further fragmentation. A 5 percent threshold in the recent 2012 parliamentary elections was overthrown by 7 political parties (see Table 1 ).
53 Antoaneta Dimitrova and Mark Rhinard, supra note 29.
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Further discussions are needed, whether party programs are indeed "signaling what policy party will give priority"
58
.
In Table 2 
LGBT REFLECTIONS IN THE MEDIA: THE MAIN STAGES
According to public opinion polls, LGBT issues seem to be not highly relevant for the vast majority of Lithuanian society, as homosexuality still is assumed to be an individual and private problem, rather than the issue claiming public debate. From the primary quantitative analysis of media publications in five media portals 62 we may see that the media attention to LGBT issues has some "wave"
periods. Monitoring data of news portals shows that since 2006 and until 2012 the greatest number of articles and online comments was published in two of them, www.respublika.lt and www.Lrytas.lt. 63 The first one was clearly expressing negative views towards LGBT, and the second one was expressing various views.
The rest part of the portals, with the exception of delfi.lt (its coverage is constant, though not extensive), were rather passive. Their users were passively engaged in discussions and comments as well.
In the media reflections we may identify four different periods. During the first period of 2006-2007 the context of European homosexuals and the rights of homosexuals were discussed. For instance, in 2007 we may identify one popular discourse in the media concentrating on the LGBT rights and homophobic attitudes of Lithuanian society. The articles were discussing the stereotypic attitudes to the sexual minorities ("the homosexuality is a disease", "being homosexual or not is a choice of a person (you are not born a gay or lesbian)", "homosexuality is not a normal thing") and possibilities for changing the situation. 64 The other articles were 66 That is why some discussion was initiated whether it is right to put this social advertising on the trolleybuses, and whether we may treat this advertising like propagation of homosexuality. The gay representatives and human rights specialists were trying to explain that this advertising is like an initiative for a dialogue with society while the other groups of society (some students and traditional values oriented groups) were against the advertising by arguing that homosexuals in such a way are creating "Sodom aggression", "gay dictatorship", "trying cynically to show their prominence", and to "impose their bedroom affairs discussion on the great majority." Third, enormous media attention was paid to the protests against the LGBT parade. There were protests in Vilnius and Kaunas against these people who permitted the parade. 71 The opponents' discourse was dominated by such phrases as: "gays have to sit in their homes; such processions seem acceptable in America,
but not in Lithuania; we are against any parades"
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, and "For the preservation of the family tradition!", "This is not a family -it is a disease!", "let gays live their life, , but they should not show all the beauty to our youth", "equal rights for the people to express themselves, but expression should not contradict to moral values; this kind of public events is contrary to the conception of the morality of our democratic society." 73 In April, the Lithuanian Catholic Church announced that its members will protest against the Gay pride by the pray. The representatives of the church said:
"The Church believes that it is very important to warn about the social dangers posed by erroneous theories of the human person deletes masculinity or femininity importance if it were only a biological issue."
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The third period was the most active and is associated with the LGBT Pride in Vilnius itself which took place in May 2010. At the same time the demonstrations of anti-homosexuals were organized. Both events attracted the attention of media.
The news media portals were stating that many heterosexuals came to support the
LGBT and that this shows that not all Lithuanians are homophobes: "one person carried a banner declaring that he is a Christian, heterosexual father of a family and promoting human rights. He explained that he wanted to support gays, 'Those people deserve confirmation that they have human rights'." For instance, one of the respondents of the interview, Kazimieras Uoka, mentioned that he represents an informal movement -a citizens group called "Uz dora ir tauta" ("For honor and nation"). Both sides have their own message and try to promote it persuading the public to support them. They try to convey a specific message to the public by supporting one of the interested sides in the discussions, actions and law proposals.
TWO COMPETING NORMATIVE TRAJECTORIES WITHIN THE NATIONAL MEDIA
Two different normative trajectories will be examined further here in order to show the opposing normative narratives. This part of the article puts forth two arguments. First of all, we state that external support was an essential element of
LGBT political campaigns, and secondly, the pride march and its reflections in the media resulted in the division of two opposing normative trajectories. LGBT personalities, "Western organizations" and other actors supporting them
THE NORMATIVE TRAJECTORY OF THE LGBT CAMPAIGN: TOLERANT DISCOURSE
The gay pride parade organized in Lithuania has become one of the biggest stimuli for LGBT public discourse within Lithuanian society. According to the leader of Lithuanian Gay League who was one of the campaign's initiators, "this community, homosexual citizens ...<>... seek to be seen and heard...and without gay pride parade such a high level of discussion within society would not be possible in Lithuania."
82 As the analysis of media portals showed, the event attracted the highest attention of media on this topic (LGBT rights and representation in Lithuania).
The normative trajectory of the LGBT campaign is based on human rights and individual freedoms, expression, equality and tolerance-all the norms and rights practiced in the West. The rights of LGBT personalities are involved in the European Union's 83 and international law and are defined as part of the human rights, which
give the legal arguments and tools for legitimate political campaign for homosexual people in Lithuania. These norms and rights provided the legal instruments for the campaign's activities and the construction of 'normalcy' perception in the public space. According to Enguix: "Those stressing protest adopt a casual wear to give a sense of normality in order to achieve social legitimation." 84 As the LGBT campaign's initiator put it, "our goal was to send the signal for the society, politicians, community that there is a need to strengthen human rights in our society...The parade has formed very strong message for the citizens." 85 with democratic values and they equate it with the conditions of democratic system and civil society. As they said:
... we are not so naive to believe that we will achieve our goals alone. We know the western practices how people make the alliances and membership with other organizations and we make the coalitions as well. I could mention that we In the LGBT campaign, the 'other' is constructed and associated with the most homophobic part of the society, but not all of society. The "'Other' is the active part of the most homophobic part of society, which actively opposes LGBT events.
Lithuanian civil society is understood as an object which should be educated and enlightened by various actions involving politicians, video clips, programs on TV" 100 and other strategies.
THE NORMATIVE TRAJECTORY OF PROTESTING AGAINST THE
LGBT Except for a small group of young liberals, most of the society defends the traditional normative trajectory. Initiators of protesting against the gay campaign emphasize that LGBT persons' "final goal is to legalize homosexual marriages and even worse-adopt the children… and when you explain this goal for the liberal people they understand that this is wrong." 106 The same discussion on LGBT rights related to the marriage and adoption of children was continued in the media articles about the rhetoric and speeches of the parliament members who are against the laws which forbid all kinds of discrimination (sexual minorities as well):
In June Seimas adopted the new version of the Law on Equal Opportunities, P.
Gražulis spared no harsh words against homosexuals, as opposed to legislation to ban discrimination against them -non-discrimination MP treated as fostering homosexuality and homosexual bags with pedophilia, necrophilia and bestiality. 
